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DETAILED ACTION 

The application of Ebling et al. for a "Method and apparatus for providing 
dynamic user alert" filed March 5, 2002 has been examined. 
Claims 1-27 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-6, 10-12, 17, 20-21, 23-24 and 26-27 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by Motohashi (US# 5,81 5,081 ). 

Referring to claims 1 and 1 1-12, Motohashi discloses a method of providing a 
dynamic alert indication to a user of a signal receiving device, the method comprising 
the steps of (col. 1 lines 64-67; see Figure 1): 

transmitting a signal from a signal transmitting device to a signal receiving device 
(col. 2 lines 36-44; see Figure 1 ); 

processing the signal to determine at least one mode to be associated with an 
alert indication, wherein the processing step includes the step of accessing a look-up 
table containing information associated with a user of the signal receiving device to 
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determine the at least one mode to be associated with the alert indication (col. 3 line 44 
to col. 4 line 19; see Figures 1-4); and 

receiving the signal from a signal transmitting device in the signal receiving 
device, wherein the signal alerts the user of the signal receiving device via the alert 
indication that the signal has been received by the signal receiving 
device (col. 3 line 44 to col. 4 line 19; see Figures 1-4). 

Referring to claims 2-4, Motohashi discloses the method as recited in claim 1, 
wherein the mode of the alert indication is at least one of audible (24) (i.e. loudspeaker 
for produce melody ring tone) and non-audible (23,25) (i.e. LED, vibrator) (col. 3 line 22 
to col. 4 line 20; see Figures 1 and 3-4). 

Referring to claim 5, Motohashi discloses the method as recited in claim 1, 
wherein the mode of the alert indication is suggested by a sender of the signal (col. 1 
lines 51-52). 

Referring to claim 6, Motohashi discloses the method as recited in claim 1 , 
wherein the accessing step occurs within the signal receiving device (col. 3 lines 44- 
57). 

Referring to claim 10, Motohashi discloses the method as recited in claim 1, 
wherein the signal receiving device comprises one of a cellular telephone, personal 
digital assistant, and a pager (i.e. radio paging receiver) (col. 2 lines 36-44). 
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Referring to claim 17, Motohashi discloses a system for providing a dynamic user 
alert to a user of a communication device, the system comprising: 

a transmitter (i.e. subscriber substations not shown) and a receiver (i.e. see 
Figure 1 for receiving section), the transmitter configured to transmit a signal to the 
receiver and the receiver configured to receive a signal from the transmitter (col. 2 lines 
36-50; see Figure 1); 

a look-up table containing information associated with the user of the receiver for 
determining a mode of the signal (col. 3 line 59 to col. 4 line 19; see Figures 3-4); and 

a communication hub (11) (i.e. transmitting section configured to process the 
signal from the transmitter to the receiver, wherein upon receipt of the signal by the 
receiver, the receiver also receives an alert indication to inform the user of the receiver 
that the signal has been received (col. 2 lines 36-50). 

Referring to claim 20, Motohashi discloses an apparatus for providing a dynamic 
alert indication to a user of a communication device, the apparatus comprising: 

a processor (17) (i.e. CPU) for processing a signal from a transmitter to 
determine a mode of an alert indication (col. 3 lines 44-57; see Figure 1); 

a look-up table containing information associated with the user of the 
communication device for determining the mode of the alert indication (col. 3 line 59 to 
col. 4 line 19; see Figures 3-4); and 
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a signal receiving device (12) (i.e. antenna) for receiving the signal, the signal 
receiving device having means ( 23,24,25) (i.e. LED, loudspeaker, Vibrator) for sending 
the alert indication to the user (col. 3 lines 22-43; see Figure 1). 

Referring to claim 21 , Motohashi discloses an apparatus of claim 20, wherein the 
look-up table is stored in the communication device (col. 3 lines 44-67). 

Referring to claim 23, Motohashi discloses a method of providing a dynamic alert 
indication to a user of a signal receiving device, the method comprising the steps of: 

processing a signal transmitted from a signal transmitting device associated with 
an environment within which the user of the signal receiving device is located, to 
determine at least one preferred mode of alert indication to be utilized by the signal 
receiving device while within the environment (col. 3 line 44 to col. 4 line 19; see 
Figures 1-4); and 

alerting the user of the signal receiving device via the preferred mode of alert 
indication (col. 3 line 44 to col. 4 line 19; see Figures 1-4). 

Referring to claim 24, Motohashi discloses a method of claim 23, wherein the 
preferred mode of alert indication comprises a non-audible (23,25) (i.e. LED, vibrator) 
mode of alert (col. 3 lines 23-42). 
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Referring to claim 26, Motohashi discloses a method of claim 23, wherein the 
processing step determines that no mode of alert indication may be utilized by the 
signal receiving device while within the environment (col. 4 lines 44-57). 

Referring to claim 27, Motohashi discloses a method of claim 23, further 
comprising the step of blocking transmissions to and from the signal receiving device 
wherein a blocking instruction is determined during the processing step (col. 4 lines 44- 
57). 

Claims 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Theimer et al. (US# 5,493,692). 

Referring to claim 13, Theimer et al. disclose a method of sending a message 
and providing a dynamic alert indication therewith, the method comprising the steps of: 

identifying a recipient of the message (col. 27 lines 60-62); 

accessing a database to determine the recipient's alert indication preferences 
(col. 14 lines 43-48); 

identifying a known user device associated with the recipient and identifying 
characteristics, associated with the user device (col. 27, claim 1 and col. 28, claim 7); 

determining the accessibility of the known user device (col. 1 1 lines 13-31 ); 

selecting a transmitting device to transmit the message to the user device (col. 
28 lines 53-55); 
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determining a method of alert indication based on the recipient's alert indication 
preferences (col. 14 line 62 to col. 15 line 4); and 

transmitting the message and alert indication to the user device (col. 27, claim 1 
and col. 28, claim 7). 

Referring to claim 14, Theimer et al. disclose a method of claim 13, further 
comprising the step of determining whether the recipient of the message subscribes to 
a database system (100) (i.e. UserAgent) which records the recipient's alert indication 
preferences (col. 10 lines 8-21 ; see Figures 2-3). 

Referring to claim 15, Theimer et al. disclose a method of claim 13, further 
comprising the step of transforming the message prior to transmitting the message 
(col. 27 and 28, claims 1 and 7). 

Referring to claim 16, Theimer et al. disclose a method of claim 13, further 
comprising the step of determining the context of the recipient prior to transmitting the 
message (col. 9 lines 42-65 and col. 27 and 28, claims 1 and 7). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 7-9, 18-19, 22 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Motohashi (US# 5,815,081) as applied to claims 1, 17 and 23 above, 
and further in view of Theimer et al. (US# 5,493,692). 

Referring to claim 7, Motohashi discloses the method of claim 1 . However, 
Motohashi did not explicitly disclose further comprising the step of evaluating the signal 
to determine its relative importance based on content of the signal. 

In the same field of endeavor of paging system, Theimer et al. disclose the step 
of evaluating the signal to determine its relative importance based on content of the 
signal (col. 4 lines 33-42) before delivering the message. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to recognize the method of evaluating the signal to determine its relative 
importance based on content of the signal disclosed by Theimer et al. into paging 
paging system of Motohashi with the motivation for doing so would allow the 
transmitting section to evaluate the signal and select the alert indication before sending 
it to the paging receiver. 



Referring to claim 8, Motohashi discloses the method of claim 1 . Theimer et al. 
disclose wherein the step of determining a mode of an alert indication includes the step 
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of evaluating an environment that the user is in (col. 4 lines 7-43 and col. 9 lines 42- 
65). 

Referring to claims 9 and 25, Motohashi discloses the method of claims 8 and 
23. Theimer et al. disclose herein the environment that the user is in is a context 
service environment (col. 4 lines 7-43 and col. 9 lines 42-65). 

Referring to claim 18, Motohashi discloses the method of claim 17. However, 
Motohashi did not explicitly disclose wherein the signal is a text message. 

In the same field of endeavor of paging system, Theimer et al. disclose wherein 
the signal is a text message (col. 15 lines 18-21) request by remote prodcedure calls 
(RPC) to send the message X. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to recognize the text message of Theimer et al. into message part M (col. 
2 lines 59-65) of Motohashi paging system with the motivation for doing so would allow 
a text message is delivered to a receiving pda system. 

Referring to claim 19, Motohashi discloses the method of claim 17. Theimer et 
al. disclose wherein the communication hub is a service provider associated with a 
wireless communications company (col. 9 lines 42-67; see Figures 2-4). 
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Referring to claim 22, Motohashi discloses an apparatus of claim 20. However, 
Motohashi did not explicitly disclose wherein the look-up table is stored in service 
provider infrastructure. 

In the same field of endeavor of paging system, Theimer et al. disclose wherein 
the look-up table is stored in service provider infrastructure (col. 9 line 42 to col. 10 line 
20). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to recognize the UserAgent database of Theimer et al. into paging 
system of Motohashi because Motohashi teaches a radio signal is transmitted from the 
transmitting station from the subscriber substation with the motivation for doing would 
allow the user to select the type of alert indication according to the receiver's context 
and environmental. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Hymel et al. (US# 5,790,045) disclose a method and apparatus for generating 
alerts in a messaging device. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications form the 
examiner should be directed to Scott Au whose telephone number is (703) 305-4680. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:30AM - 5:00PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Horabik can be reached at (703) 305-4704. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703)- 
872-3906. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)- 
305-3900. 
Scott Au 





